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DETAILED ACTION 
i> This action is in response to Applicant's remarks, filed 5.31,2006. Claims 1-14 are 
presented for further examination. 

2> This is a final rejection. 

Response to Arguments 
I. Response to Applicant's remarks 

Applicant argues in substance that: (A) Sciacca's policies are not analogous to the 
claimed templates; (B) Sciacca does not disclose substituting variables with network 
addresses in Sciacca's policies; and (C) Sciacca does not disclose an interface issuing said 
commands in a format generic to a plurality of different types of devices and converting said 
generic commands into device-specific commands, Applicant's arguments have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive for the following reasons. 

A. Sciacca's policies function in the same manner as the claimed templates 
Claim 1 cites a template which contains a sequence of commands for configuring a 
plurality of devices, wherein each command contains a variable as the identification of the 
device. Applicant argues that Sciacca's policies merely comprise rules that build the specific 
configuration for a device and are not analogous to the claimed template. Applicant argues 
that the term "template" as used in the claims is defined as "a predesigned document that 
contains formatting, and in many cases, generic text". Contrary to Applicants arguments, 
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Sciacca's policies plainly have the limitations of the template as claimed in Applicant's 
claims and read upon the commonly understood meaning of "template". 

For example, Sciacca discloses an example policy: "foreach SER1AL_ADDR interface 
Serial SERIALJD ip address SERIAL^ADDR SERIALJvlASK" [column 6 «lines 5o~55»]- 
Each of these lines of the policy represent a command with a variable that identifies the 
device. Sciacca's policies are clearly a template for generating device specific configurations 
[column 8 «lines 47-6o»]. 

Further, Sciacca's policies also fall within the definition set forth by Applicant in the 
remarks. Sciacca's policies are in fact a predesigned document that contains formatting 
[column 7 «lines 6-14 and 34'44» I column 8 «lines 20-27»]. 

B. Sciacca discloses substitutine variables in the policies with ne twork addresses 

Applicant argues that Sciacca does not disclose substituting network addresses 

retrieved from a database for variables in the policy. However, Sciacca expressly discloses: 

"the generator may,..perform simple transformations on data from the device 
configuration database 310. For example, the variable SERIAL.NET.ADDR in a device 
configuration policy statement may refer to the class-full IP network that contains the value 
for the address of the serial interface (e.g., a serial interface with the address 4.1.2.3 belongs to 
the class-full IP network 4.0.0.0)" [column 9 «lines u-i7»]. 

Based on this section, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 

that a network address, such as an IP address, is substituted in the policy in place of the 

variable SER1 AL.NET.ADDR. Furthermore, Sciacca discloses: 

"To build a device-specific configuration, the device configuration generator 330 reads 
data from the device configuration database 310, constructs object inheritance and 
containment relationships among the data, prepares data referenced by variables in the 
policies database 320, and compiles the device configuration policies based on the prepared 
data to produce a deployable device-specific configuration" [column 8 «lines 6i-67»]. 
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Finally, Sciacca discloses: 

"In addition, the policies database 320 may accept mnemonic names to represent 
device configuration database 310 values, instead of literal values, in policy statements. For 
example, the names SERIALADDR and SERIALMASK might be used to refer to the 
values 199.94.220.82 and 255-255-255^52, respectively, in the policy statement" [column 6 «lines 

34'39»]- 

Based on the totality of these citations from Sciacca, the policy serves as a template 
for creating a device-specific configuration. The device-specific configuration is generated by 
replacing the variables within a policy, with device specific values, such as a device's network 
address [column 8 «lines 47-6o»]. 

C. Sciacca discloses an interface issuing said commands in a form at generic to a 
plurality of different types of devices and converting sai d generic commands 
into device^specific commands 

Applicant argues that Sciacca does not disclose an interface and a library. However, 
Sciacca's policies contain commands that are in a format generic to a plurality of different 
types of devices [column 6 «lines 5<>-55»]- The policies contain variables that are generic 
because the variables may be replaced by device specific values [column 6 «lines 34~40»]- 
Thus, the policies may be utilized for different types of devices [column 1 «lines 34'38»]. 
Sciacca did not expressly disclose an interface that issued these policies but did disclose that 
an engineer may create the policies [column 4 «Knes i6-20»]. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art that Sciacca would utilize an interface to help the engineer or 
novices to issue the policies. 

Further, Sciacca's generator is analogous to the claimed library because the generator 
takes the policies and "converts" them by replacing the variables with the device specific 
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values to create device-specific commands that are applied to particular network devices 
[column 8 «line 6i» to column 9 «line 3i»]. 

II. Conclusion 

Based on the foregoing reasons, Applicant's arguments are not persuasive. The claim 
rejections set forth in the previous action, filed 1.31.2006, are maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by 
another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (i), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before 
the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 
X999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments 
Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly 
from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art 
date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the 
AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 



3> The cext of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. 
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4> Claims 1-4 and 8-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Sciacca, U.S Patent No. 6.760,761. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5> The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. 

6> Claims 5, 6, « and 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sciacca. 

7> Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sciacca, 
in further view of McNeely et al, U.S Patent Application Publication US 2002/0162059 Ai 
["McNeely"]. 



Conclusion 
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THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dohm Chankong whose telephone number is 571.272.3942. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday [7:30 AM to 4:30 PM]. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571-272.3913- The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA 
OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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